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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 5-7, 9, 12, 13, and 16-19 are pending for examination. The Office 
acknowledges the cancellation of claim 20. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
September 29, 2005 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1, 5-7, 9, 12, 13, and 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Berman et al. (USPN 5,995,939) (hereinafter Berman) in view of 
Akers et al. (US 2002/0169637) (hereinafter Akers). 
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4. Referring to claim 1, Berman discloses a linkage system which links a first 
computer of a first medical institution with a second computer of a second medical 
institution through a network (Figure 1, ref. 30-42), 

wherein the first computer of the first medical institution comprising: 

a communication terminal (i.e. client system 10) for sending out an email to the 
network and receiving an email from the network (col. 5, lines 31-62); 

an inquiry file creating means for creating an inquiry basic data file having a 
patient information and inquiry contents (col. 5, lines 38-55); 

an inquiry mail creating means for creating an email having the inquiry basic data 
file as an attachment file thereto (the Office takes the term "attachment" as "connected 
in some form") and addressing to the second computer (col. 5, line 54 to col. 6, line 39); 

a reply contents output means for outputting reply contents being included in an 
attachment file of a received email in a predetermined mode (col. 6, line 45-52; col. 9, 
lines 9-42); and 

wherein the second computer of the second medical institution comprising: 
a communication terminal for sending out an email to the network and receiving 

an email from the network (col. 7, lines 50-62); 

an inquiry contents output means for outputting inquiry contents being included in 

an attachment file of a received email in a predetermined mode (Figure 5; col. 8, lines 

27-46); 

a reply file creating means for creating a reply basic data file having an answer to 
the outputted inquiry contents (Figure 5; col. 8, line 47-57); and 
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a reply mail creating means for creating an email having the reply basic data file 
as an attachment file thereto and addressing to the first computer (e.g. abstract; col. 8, 
lines 20-53). 

Berman does not specifically disclose a database configured to read and write 
patient data and medical treatment data, a data editor configured to edit medical 
treatment data based on data entry through an input device of the second computer, 
and a reply file creator configured to create a reply file including the edited medical 
treatment data. In analogous art, Akers discloses another medical linkage system 
which discloses database configured to read and write patient data and medical 
treatment data (i.e. record client 104a and record server 102) (Figure 1), a data editor 
configured to edit medical treatment data based on data entry through an input device 
of the second computer (i.e. comment request system) (p. 7, 73-75), and a reply file 
creator configured to create a reply file including the edited medical treatment data (p. 7, 

73-77). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Akers with Berman in order to provide the service request and fulfillment 
system of Berman with the improved medical file management abilities of Akers. The 
combination would yield to improved integrity of the patient's medical record file data, 
such that changes cannot be made to the diagnostic data and that all access is tracked, 
such that the continuity of the medial record file data can be maintained (i.e. tracking the 
blood orders of Berman and any changes made to the system) as supported by Akers 
(p. 1,119). 
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5. Referring to claim 5, Berman discloses the invention substantively as described 
in claiml . Berman does not specifically disclose each data item of the patient data is 
specified on data entry through the first computer, however Akers discloses 
encapsulating graphic image data such as x-rays, sonogram data or any other suitable 
data, which inherently must be entered using an input device (p. 4, 38). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teaching of Akers with 
Berman in order to provide the service request and fulfillment system of Berman with 
the improved medical file management abilities of Akers. The combination would yield 
to improved integrity of the patient's medical record file data, such that changes cannot 
be made to the diagnostic data and that all access is tracked, such that the continuity of 
the medial record file data can be maintained (i.e. tracking the blood orders of Berman 
and any changes made to the system) as supported by Akers (p. 1 , U 9). 

6. Claims 6-7, 9, 12, and 16-18 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

7. Referring to claims 13, and 19, Berman and Akers do not specifically disclose 
creating an ID uniquely identifying the medical record, however this would be an 
inherent feature of the system, since each patient requires a different medical record 
and it would be necessary to create a unique ID for each file. It would also be inherent 
to create a unique ID for each request for comment for when the comments are replied 
to, and received by the originating sender, the computer can easily match them up for 
encapsulation and inclusion into the medical record data file. Furthermore this also 
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reads upon the limitation "controlling an inquiry mail and a reply mail in pairs provided 
they have ID data corresponding to each other" since they are matched up for the 
medical record. As to displaying both the inquiry mail and reply mail in pairs, this would 
be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art since it is well known that most email 
systems will regenerate the originating email when a reply is generated, therefore this 
would be obvious in order to allow the user to easily view all the data regarding this 
transaction. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant argues the motivation is not sufficient to render the invention obvious 
over Berman in view of Akers. A new rationale of motivation has been provided. 

Conclusion 

9. It is the Examiner's position that Applicant has not yet submitted claims drawn to 
limitations, which define the operation and apparatus of Applicant's disclosed invention 
in manner, which distinguishes over the prior art. As it is Applicant's right to continue to 
claim as broadly as possible their invention. It is also the Examiner's right to continue to 
interpret the claim language as broadly as possible. It is the Examiner's position that 
the detailed functionality (i.e. how the inquiry file and reply file are actually created) that 
allows for Applicant's invention to overcome the prior art used in the rejection, fails to 
differentiate in detail how these features are unique 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph E. Avellino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3905. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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